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l. Europ€ and Asia
The Cold War began and ended in Europe.

The Cold War is a lerm most suilable lo describ.
the characlef ls l |cs of Luropean (European-
Adantic) international relalions of some fotty
years ihat took shale soon afler the end of World
War II. How suitable it is as a conc€pt for Asian
(Asia-Pacific) intemational relaiions is another
matter, In European int€mational rclations. there
was a slmmelry of the rwo blocs. the wesrem
bloc led b) the Uruted Stares and lhe communisl
bloc led by the Sovier Union The conflrcr and
rivalry of rhose two blocs dominaled ,nrer-
national issues in Europe, and these connicts
remained "cold." sparing Europe from war for
morc than fony years. Thus the Cold War era in
Europe, which we may consider continued Fom
1947 to 1989, was a period of long peace.'

During the Cold War era, the situation in
Asia was quite different ftom Europe, and it still
is. Although the conflict and rivalry between the
two superpowers spread into Asia, this rivalry
was not as dominant as rn Europe. In A,ia. there
was no 5olid U S orSo\rer bloc. There was nu
oniry among the U.S. allies in Asia. They were a
heterogeneous group of counmes ued only wrrh
lhe United Slales rluough b'laleral arrangemenrs
[Jnlrke lhe Ame can alhes In Europe. rhich
were blessed with stable l iberal  democrat ic
r€gimes, most of the American allies in Asia
mainlained aurhoriranan regrmes. Moreove,.
some of America: Asian al l ie\ .  such as Japan.
Sonth Korea, the Phillipines, did nor ger along
well wifi each other because ol rhe memory ol
Japanere impe'iali.m. The Sovier Union did nor
dominate lhe conmunirl counheg tn Asia a. rr

did in Eastern Europe. Unlike in Europe, the
largesr. mosr populou. counLr) In rhe region. rhe
People. Republic or China. \oon became a granr
in the Communist world- Rivalries b€twe€n the
Soviel Uoion and the People s Republic of Chioa
soon dereloped. and the rwo leq1er communrsl
counrries in Ara, North Korea and fonner Nonh
Vietnam. were therefore able to maintain more
independ€nce than theirEuropean courterpafls.

There were two cold wars in Asia. The
U.S.-Chinese coid war as wel l  as the Asia!
dirnension of the U.S.-Soviet Cold War. lf th€
rerm cold $ar' can be apphed ro a hosrile po\ er
struggle be|sefn po*ers sirh simrlai ideologres.
we may say there was a rhird cold war in A(,ia.
lhe Sino-Sovret cold war rhich develooped b,
the l9?0s.

The most populous countsy in Asia, China
expef lenced a large.scale re!olutronary c 'v i l
$ d r  b e l s e e n  t h e  N a r i o n a l i s l  r e p r m e  a n d  r h e
C.mmunisl lorces. and severa] orher counrries
s e r e  c o n f r o n t e d  s r r h  a r m e d  r e v o l u r o n d r r
movements ftom time to time. ln addition, rhere
s e r e  r $ o  h o r "  q a r s  r n  s h r c h  l L S  m r l r r a r r
forces were directly involved, the Korean War
and the Vietnam War. In contrasr wrrh Europ.
where no country experienced an intemal amed
conflict (excepting Gree.e), Asia was beset with
such conflicts. and two full-fledged wars were
foughl with the United States as a major
panicipanl The Cold War in Asia is a misnomer
unle.s ir mean\ \imll) lhar lhe Unired Srares and
the Soviet Union were engaged in a power
struggle in Asia but avoided, as in Europe. a
direct militrry engagemenl.

Since most of America s European allies
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had a liberal democratic regime, the Uniied
States could certainly claim rhar its role in the
Cold War in furope wa< the delen.e ol lrberal
democratic values. In Asia, many of America\
allie\ appeared to represenr reaclronar) torces.
trhile her adveFafle. often seemed lo reprecenl
forces of national libention and progress. Thus
the United States often seemed to be a defendq
ol corrupr and conserva(i\e regimes rarher than -
champion of lib€rat democmcy. The criticism of
the American posture In Asia wa\ \ery strong
among the Japanese left and liberals who were
palifl(r( and po'ed a. lairhlul delenders ot rhe
War-renouncing Const i tut ion. They were
opposed to lhe U.S.-Japan Securi ty Treary
system and fought bitterly against the securiry
fieaty revision of 1960, which appeared to make
Japan a more act ive mi l i tary partner of the
United States. The Cold War in Asia divided
the Japanese between rhe pro-American
c o n . e r v a r i v e .  a n d  r h e  a n t i - A m e  . a n  l e l r .
Opposition to the U.S.-Japan Securily Treaty
s y s t e m  a n d  A m e r i L a \  A . r a n  p o l r c y  w a '
panicularly suoog in Okinawa. slxch renl.llned
under U.S. military conrol.

The stalus of Okinawa as a lerr i tory
adnurustered by the Unhed SlaFs wa. unrqu(
There wa. no equivaienr 'n Europe. the status ol
Okinawa was a symbol of the hegemonic
position ofthe United States in the Pacific. Even
wheo off icral  wa\hingron.onrdered rhe I .9S.
presence in Europe lo b€ tempomry, ir iotended
to make the Pacific an "American lale. lt \vas
Washingron s po(rq ar plan lo conFol fie lormel
Japanese mandates as straiegic trust terribries.
OUnaqa. too. wa: considered as a possible trurl
tenitory. When ihe Pacific War ended, the U.S.
m i l i t a r y  $ a s  c o n , i d e r i n B  r e r a r n r n g  O k r n a w a
permanenrl' for milirary purposes The I nired
States separated the administrarion of Okinawa
ftom that of mainland Japan ftom the beginning,
firmly kepr the rdands under the miluary conEol.
and ried to foster Okinawan sep.ratism for a
shile. Alrhough rhe Uniled Srarec pmcficall) lon
ioterest in making Okinawa a U.S. trust tenirory
by 1951, Ari ic le Three of the San Francisco
Peace Trear) reflecled Amenca, earler inlere,r
in trust€eship.

2. The Comlng of the U.S.-Soviel Cotd wrr
in Asia
Because rhe Cold war was nol a real wa.I, it

cannot be exactly determined when it started and
when it ended. The question of ils beginning and
ending dates is closely related to the question
of ils definition. As a matter of fact, the state
o I  c o l d  w a r  s a s  d e c l a r e d  b y  r n t e r n a r i o n a l
J o u r n a l ' s m .  n o r  b y  r h e  l $ o  s u p e r p o $ e r s .
Al lhough morr hirror ian( agree lhar the Cold
War began soon after World War U and had
defin,lely begun b) the Dme ofthe rnnouncemenl
oi  lhe Truman Docrr ine in March 1q47, rher l
opinions vary with regard to its end. Every time
there was a certain degree of d6tente between the
two superpowers, it was said $ar the Cold War
war over I t  was said in 1C55, shen an EasG
West summit was held ten years after the end of
World War II: In lg6t. when $e panial nucleat
test-ban treaty was signed; and in 1972. when
Richard Nixon visited bod Beijing and Moscow
and agreed with Soviet leader l,€onid Brezhnev
to develop U.S.-Soviet relations. I once wrote
that the Cold War was over in 1972. Each time
d6tente deteriorated later. In 1989, however, the
cornmunisr regimes in mosl of lhe Easr European
countries coliapsed and the Berlin Wall come
down People began ro ra) rhar the Cold Wd had
come to an end at last- It may b€ said rhar rhe fall
of  lhe \ tdl l .  rhe s)mbol of Cold War srabi l rr) .
' )mbohcal l )  marked rhe end of rhe Cold WaJ
and opened a new hopeful, but turbulent, 6ra for
Europe. Even if some suspected the Cold War
had not ended in lq8q. 't cenainly ended in I0Sl
when the Communist party was disbanded in the
Soviet Union and subsequently lhe Soviel Union
ilselfwas dissolved.

Insread of mere d6!ente. a grear nructural
(hange lool place lhrs rime. Formerl]. lbe Cold
War was deflned in terrns of mutuat perc€ptions
of U.S.-Soviet relations. Professor Yonosuke
Naga'.  for Incrance. def ined the Cold War as
a  h o s r i l e  r e l a r i o n ( h i p  i n  w h i c h  b o r h  s i d e r
recognized rhe impossibi l i r j  of  a negot iared
settlement of their conflicts and attempted to
defend iheir  respect ive interests through
uni lateral  dcr ion..  I f  rhis def inir ion ic adopred.
fie end ol fte Cold War 'hould be dared early.
perhaps in 1955. If we set the end of the Cold
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War in l9li9, we must define rhe Cold War in
terms of the structure of intermtional relatioDs:
the rivalry between the U.S.led Westem liberal
democrat ic bloc and the Soviet- led Easterr
c o m m u n i r l  b l o c I  w h r c h  s h a p e d  r h e  b a r r c
structure of international relations. The rivalry
was somerimes very intense. sometimes more
relaxedj nevertheless, il always exisled as the
Iirndamenhl codition of intemadonal relations.
SLrch a srructure e\ isted In hurope. bul not in

The beginning of rhe Cold War made ir
difficult for lhe United Srares and rhe Sovier
Union to reach agreement on Asiao issues as
sel l  as turopean rssues. Tbe) dr.a8,eed ove,
problems reladng to rhe administralion of Korea
and the occupation policy toward Japan. Because
of rheir drsagreement. rhe crealron df r$o Korea
became Inerrrable ln Japan. the Uorred Srarc5
was able ro ignore Sovrer opposruon ard reorienr
occupation policy roward rebuilding Japan as a
Flenrial ally. ln lhir sense. lhe Cold Waj .pread
to Asia. But the Unired Sbres did noi &aw rhe
Une agarn\ l  Communrst expansron in A\ra ,or,
while. Althorgh the United States and the Sovier
Union established rival regimes in Korea. they
were able to agree ar least to withdraw therl
tespecri \e mi l i rar)  forces from rhe penrnsDta
When a ctvil war devetoped In Cbrna berwee,l
the Nationalist govemment and fte Connunisr
forces, Washingron did not invoke the Truman
Doclnne ro ald the rormer Innead. Warhrngton
pursued a policy of giving minimum aid to rhe
Nationalists just ro placate rhe pro-Nationalisrs in
Congress.

l l  was rn respecr lo Lurope rhal Han) S
Truman had lo creaLe a Cold Waj armosphere al
home sirh hi( famous address lo taunch a ne\,
policy to conrain Sovier expansion. In Asia, he
saw no necess ' lor a dramalrc potic) chanSe
He rather resisred pressure ro apply rhe
ftamework of ihe Cold War to rhe Chinese civil
war. The Un'red SbteJ $outd not rr) lo prerenl
lhe Chinese Conmunrsb hom wrnnrng $e cr! i l
war.  Even i l  i l  \ ra( possrble. r t  $ould be \er.)
costly for the United Stares, and rhe Truman
administratron drd nor consrder  

 

a <ensrbt<
pol ic) to diverr to Chind ercessi !e resourcej
which were needed in more vrta y impo anl

Europe. When rhe Narronatists seemed doomed,
Truman and his Secrerary of Srare Dean Acheson
only hoped that rhe Communists.  the ncw
maslers of China, would pursue a pol icy
independenr from the Soviet Union.

q \  A c h e s o n  . t a t e d  r n  J a n u a r )  t o :
Americas defensive perimete. in rh€ pacific rdr
from the Alerrians to rhe philippi.es, rhrougo
Japan and Okinawa. BecaLise of her indusrrial
and mil i rary poreni ial ,  Japan was rhe mosr
imporrrnr a,ser for the Un ed Stale. In Asia.
Ot 'ndwa $as also very jmponant.  because i l
offered srategic bases for ihe U.S. militarr.
Once Okinawa had been eye{t as a future U.S.
outpost to keep posrwar Japan on a leash. But rhe
rsland chain became a keystone in the defensive
perimeter against the Communist countdes nr
Asia. Neither South Korea nor Taiwan, on the
other hand, was included within rhe perimeter. It
was unclear whether rhe Uniled States woold
defend South Korea i f  i t  was attacked by
communist fbrces. As for Taiwan, in Janutuy
1950 Truman declar€d the Uniled Stares would
not rn@rvene if rhe island wa5 anacked by the
Chinese Communisrs. hoping rhe Chinese woutd
pursue an indepeMent policy. The rheme of the
famous Acheson speech in which he meniioned
the defensive perimeler was U.S. respeci for
Asian nationalism. It was a message to Beijing
that, if Beijing was not going ro atign irsetf with
Moscow, Warhingron would nor take a hosril€
attitude toward Beijing. But Beijing concluded
an al l iance wi|h Moscow in February 1950.
Washingtont hope for a more or tess neulral
China was lost, at least for the tirne being.

3. The Uniled Stalres and the Kor€a War
Tbe Cold War era roughly coresponds ro

the Pax Americana. It was rhe age during which
the United Stares played ihe role of the gtobat
policenan. The Sovier Union played the role of
policeman only within its own bloc. It used its
military forces to crush rebellions in Hungary in
1955 and in Czechoslovakia in 1968. Unril rhc
Soviet Union intervened in 1979 in Afganisteur,
which ir considered wiihin its sphere, its forces
h a d  n " r  e n g a g e d  r n  a  p r o r r a L r e d  s a r .  l � s
military forces were more active in the Cold We
world First rhey fought a limi|ed bur tu ,fledged
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war in Korea ftom 1950 through 1953. In 1954
the unltecl States was on ttre verge of another
war in Indochrna I l  d id nol aclual ly f ighr rhdl
time, bur ll years later it involved itself in a
long. bitler war in Vietnam.

Because the Soviei diplomalic archives are
in lhe Uoces< of being opened to hrsronans. rhe
degree of Soviet involvemenr in the decision to
insr jgate a war jn Korea may soon be [no$n
Probabl) lhe rnrrrauve ro male wal agarhl lhe
South came from Pyong-yang. But Moscow was
cenarnl) consulFi and approred de plan II the
N o r r h  K o r e r n \  w e r e  \ u c c e \ \ [ u l ,  l |  w o u l d
enhance So!ier pre$ige in Asra If dey farled.  
would nor affecr rhe riral inrereltr o[ $e Sovret
Union. Both North Korea and tbe Soviet Union
gambled on a qurcl mrlirary conque{ ol Sourh
Korea Srnce lhe Nonh Korean, aimed to crea(
a fail a€compli before the United Srates could
begin an) effe.d!e counFractron. rhe) could nol
wair roo long. The Uniled States was plannine lo
.uen8lhen irs mi l i tary posiuon rn East A.rd r l
had concluded a mutual securi ty assistance
agreement with South Koreai it was to begin
negol,a ng a sepalate peace Eeaty wirh Japan ro
male the larter an American al l ) :  and rt  had
begun improving military bases in Okinawa. But
rhe united slates did nol yet appear prepared ro
lale speedy milhary aclion in Korea. Therelore
J u n e  l q 5 0  m a y  h a v e  ' e e m e d  r o  t h e  N o f l h
Koreans lo be a good time to begin a war.

The concept of a defensive perimeter was a
product of the military thinking that anticipated a
third world sar whose main thealre sould be
Europe. Thus off ic ial  washington was
c o n f r o n r e d  $ i l h  a  n e s  s i r u a t i o n  i l  h a d  n o l
anticipated. But washington quickly responded
to rhe ourbreal of sar in Korea. Berause North
Korca began $e $ar wrlh an all-out oflensrve.  
was a clear case of military aggression. The
United Stares couid not remain inacl ive in lh.
face of such an act of  overl  aggression. l ts
inaction would weaken U.S. prestige in Asia.
panicular l)  in Japan and lhe Phi l ippiner.  The
failure of the United States to act promptly in the
fa.e of communr(r ae!ressron aparnst i ts own
cl ient state might affect the conf idence of
Westem Europen nations in the United States.
Thus the Truman administration acted quickly.

Thanks lo lhe absence of a Soviel representative
In rhe I  N. Secuf l t )  Councrl .  U.S. forcu.es were
r b l e  I o  d c l  u n d e r  r h e  b a n n e r  o f  I h e  U n i r e d
Nalions in accordance with a resolution of the
Security Council.

As an onhodox was berwe€n regular armed
io'ce..  'he Korea wd wa' rhe krnd of connicl
the t  nrred Slares had become accustomed lo
l ighune in the r$o world wars Thu'US tarce\
were .oon able ro rum lhe l |de of war again( '
North Korea. When U.S. forces se€med to be
able ro pacrly the nodhem pan of fie peninsula.
rhe Chinese drm) rnassirel' Intevened. ad U.S.
fbrces were forced lo retreat to the soulhem edge
of the peninsula. But the U.S. side was able to
retume an o( lensr\e ro slabrhre lhe f tont I ine
a-round rhe l8rh p r-llel by rhe spring of la5l.
The new feature of the Korean War in lhe
Amencan elperience was rts narure as a hmrled
war. Even when U.S. l roops were forced to
retreat io the southem edge of the peninsula,
\rashingron did nor \  anr ro extend the sar iolo
Chinese terrilory. It did not want to get involved
in a large-scale war in Asia against a secondary
enemy and weaken its posi!ion in Europe against
ils primary adversary. rhe Soviet Union.

The outbreak of lhe Korean War changed
U.S. polrcy ro$ard Tarwan The Unired Srates
senr fie 7rh flerr ro rhe Taiwan Srrair to prevent
altack from the conlinenl The acuon was called''neutralization 

of the strart so as not to unduly
anlagonize the Peopleh Republic. When Chinese
troops intervened in the Korean War, the
People's Republ ic became an enemy of the
LmEd Skles. I1le lacr lhar rhe Uru|€d States and
rhe Peoples Republ ic fougbt a "hot war rn
Korea was the most important determinant of the
nature of the Sino-American cold war. It became
out of the question for washington to recognize
l h e  B e i j r n e  r e g i m e .  I r  q a s  s i g n i f i c a t r t  t h a t
Chinese, not Soviet, forces enGred the war when
North Korea was about to fal l  under U.S.
nnhrar) conrol. washingron understood thar $e
Soviet Union would nol employ its own military
force!.  only thole o[ i rs pro\ ie!  Io achieve i ls
expansionisl aims in East Asia. In Washington's
view, China was a Sovietjunior panner tbat was
sillng lo play a more active role than the Soviel
Union in communist military expansion in Asia.
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The United States became even more hosrilc
losard lhe People, Republtc.  shose arm) had
been engaged wilh U.S. forces in fierce battles in
Korea, than toward the Soviel Union.

The outbreak of the Korean War did noi
delay the peace setdement wiih Japan. Ir became
more urgent than ever for the uniGd states to
have Japan as a panner in East Asia. Thus the
San Francrsco Peace Conlererce \,!a. called ix
Seprember lqsl .  t l  was nol srmply an occdsion
!o end the Pacific War formally. The purpose of
lhe peace serr lemenr $a! lo make Japan an
American al l )  Ihe I  ni ted Srare\ perruaded
mosl of Japan s former enenxes ro grant Japan -
generous peace. Bur ir $a\ not a comprehensiri
p e a c e  B e c a u . e  o f  r h e  ( u l d -  a n d  h o t - w a r
situation, no Chinese govemment was invited to
the conference, dnd neilher rhe Sovret I nron nol
its ta\r European allres $gned lhe peace lreat).
The Korean War srrengrhened lhe desire ol the
U.S. military to maintain bases it could use a
freely in territory under its own administrarion.
fius lhe peace treary granled Lhe ljnired Srarer
lhe right to adminisler Okinawa. akhough the
Uni led S(ates did not deny Japan's residual
soverei8lty over Okinawa. Because the United
States intended 10 make Japan a partner in the
C o l d  W a r ,  i r  b e r a m e  u n s r s e  t o r  r h e  I  n  e d
States to detach Okinawa liom her p€rrnanentlv.
Ame.ican officials suggested thal the United
Staies would reiurn the islands to Japan in some
tuture in spite of the provision of the Okinawa
article of the peace treaty . The United Stares
wanted to administer ihe islands indefinitely
while placating Japanese irfedentisrn

4. Th€ Un cd States and the Vietnam War
The Vietnam War was quite different fiom

r h e  K o r e d n  w a r .  I r  d € \ e l . p e d  ' n  d ' . s r m r l a r
crrcum(lan(es and dr l ,ered In narure The Cold
war In Eur^pe nrbrli/ed aker rhe erecron ol rhc
B e r l r n  W a l l  I n  I q 6 l .  I e n , r o n s  i n  U  S  S o \ r e r
relations. which had reached a pent during the
Cuban missi le cr is is of 1962, were greal ly
reduced in 1963. when the partial nuclear test
ban treary was signed by the Unired States. ihe
Soviet Union ,nd Great B.itain. Many spoke of
t h e  e n d  o l  r h e  C o l d  W a r  M e a n $ h r l e ,  S r n o -
Soviet relations had visibly deleriorated. Since
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Chind $r.  more openly hosl ' le to lhe Unired
Slales. I S. leadets heean ro srnple our China as
the major menace to be contained in East Asia in
1963.

In the mid-1960s. Americans did not have a
.ense oi  cr icrs cornparable to that whrch had
prevailed at the outbreak of the Korean War
' i n c e  r h e r e  w a .  n o  l o n g e '  a  m n n o l i r h i c
Communist bloc. Everyone had assumed a
So\ier deci .ron was behind rhe \of lh Korea, '
anack, but no one believed that Nonh Vietnam
was an agent of the Soviel Union. In view of
China s advocacy of anti-American .evolutions
lbr nal ional l iberar ion. i r  wd\ more plau\ ible to
a r g u e  t h a t  r h e  N o r t h  V i e r n a m e s e  a n d  r h e i r
sourhern alhes $ere under Chtnese rnf luenc€
Bul lhr\ was nor convrncing because of rhe Ler,
l i m i r e d  C h r n e s e  a r d  t o  N o r r h  \  i e l n a m  a n d
because of Vietnams historic animosily toward
China. North Vietnam seemed really ro be an
independent actor. Thus officially. Washington
was able to emphasize only North Vielnamese
ageression roqard South Vieham. Bur thir wa,
nor so appeaienl either .ince rle war rn Vrelnar..
was a gueri l la war.  There was no dramatic
In\a.ron of rhe Sourh by reguldr Viernamese
troops. Most of the North Vieinamese soldiers
sneaked into South Vieham under the guise of
South Vietnamese National Liberaiion fi ghters.

The Llniied Slates public and the Congress
supported mi l i ra ')  rnrol \emenr in Vrernam ar
fi^l desprre rhe lack ol a sen'e ol 'erious rhreal
^ r  o f  o \ e , l  a g g r e s . i o n  k o m  N o r t h  V r e t n a n , .
be.cdu,e Ameri\an. hud h€fn accu(romed b) lhal
time lo the use of American military forces to
conhin communi( e\pan<ron in \ario ( panr of
rhe world Be.ause of the absence cf a 1enge of
serious threal, however,lhey could not suppon a
ldrge-\(dle $ai in Vielnam for lone. panrcular lr
a war fouehr wirh a large arm) ofdafted )ourh\
Be.ause a guedlla war was not rhe kind of war
r h e  U n i r e d  S r a r e \  c o u l d  f i g h r  s i r h  { t i l l .  r h r
(  n i l e d  S l a r e !  $ a \  u n a b l e  r o  $ r n  r h e  s a r
Alrhouph rhe Un ed Srare\ had ar one r ime morc
than 500.000 \oldrer, rn Sourh Vietndm. ir farled
I n  i ' .  p a . ' f ) r n B  m i ' . i o n  A m e r c r n .  h e g a n  r o
quest ion the moral and pract ical  basis of lhe
Vietnam War. To cope with the r ise of a
vigorous antiwar movemenl and the decline of



domestic support  for ihe war,  the NixoD
adfixnrstrafion fouod rt necessary lo subsranfiallr
reduces U.S. forces in Vietnam well before the
armist ice agreement was f inal ly signed in
January 1973. The armistice was rcally a victory
for the North Vietnamese. They succe€ded in
absorbing South Vietnam in litde more lhan two
years. Bul their vicrory lumed out to be dn empr,
one. They wem on to wage a war in Cambodia 10
inrrall d govemmenr of their choice Meanwhilr.
rhey let man' Viemamese leare the caunr) as"boat people." Engaged in war perpetually and
rsolared from lhe sor ld rexcepr lor the Soviel
Union), the Vietnamese remained mired in a
p o \ e r r ,  r h a r  c o n t r a s t e d  s h a r p l y  w i r h  l h e
prosperity the ASEAN nauons acbjeved in rhe
1980s. Vietnamese victory was the last hurrah
for revolulions of national liberation. After
Vietnam, such revolutions lost their charm for
$e Third World. The Americatrs sasted sizable
resources in the Vietnam War, but the
Vrernamese lost much more lor a v n victory
This was lhe tragic irony of the Vielnam War.

Jusl ai lhe outbreak of lhe Korean War had
tr iggered the mi l i tar izat ior of  U.S. foreign
policy, failure in Vietnam led to a degree of
demil i tar izat ion. Richard Nixon and Henry
Kissinger began a new pol icy toward lhe
Conmunist World. which emphasiz€d the use of
crearive diplomac) as its instrum€nr Drring the
Vietnam War, the United Soles did not call on
Japan lo male an actire military contriburion ro
the Vietnam War, uoderstanding the latter's
\ 'onsr irur ional l imirat ions. Bul i r  needed more
acti\e polrrcal .uppon from Japan for r!. tasl
Asian pot icy. Part ly to secure Japan as a
permanenl al ly,  the Johnson administrat ion
promised Japan that the t  nrted Slates qoutd
return Okinawa to Japan in the near future.
Nixon's decision to disengage gradually from
V r e r n a m  f a c i l i r a l e d  t h e  e a r l )  r e r e r s i o n  o f
OLrna$r.  Ihus the r$o hor" uars In Asrd had
considerable impact upon the politi€al fate of
O l , ' n a w a  T h e  r e \ e r . i o n ,  h o $ e \ e r ,  d i d  n o r
complerely sansb Lhe Ohnaqans who wr'hed ro
see U.S. bases much reduced in the is lands.
Nevertheless, i t  tamed the ant i-American
movement in both Okinawa and Japan proper.

5. 1972 A Grral  Turning Poinl  in Asi.-
Pacific International RcLtions
In 1972, Nixon s new policy toward the

Communist World marked a dramatic
de\elopmenr. Hr{ vrsrt ro Chrna srgnaled the end
o{ the U.S.-Chinese cold war. Hrs summn wrth
Brezhne! opened a neu phase of U.S.-Sovier
d6tente. The impa€t of Nixon s new poli€y was
lrnnted in Europe. for wesr European countnes
had achieved !he[ o$n detenle wirh the Soviet
Union and other East Eurcpean neighbors. Its
impacr sas much greaF in E.sr Asia. for Sioa-
American antagonirm has bern a very imponant
factor in East Asian intemational relations.

T h e  s u d d e n  a n n o u n c e m e n l  o f  w h a l
appealed ro be Sino-American rapprochemenr
without any prior notice or consultatjon in l9?1
was a shock to Japan and other Arnerican allies
In East Asia But the Chinese leadership wa!
interested in blrilding up relations with Japan as
wel l  as the United States to improve the
diplomatic position of rheir counlry. qhich was
in a cold sar $ith $e Sovier Union. Because of
the Sino-American rapproachement, Japan felt
free to seek to establish formal diplomatic
relation with the People's Republic of China,
severing its diplomatic relationship with the
National ist  regime in Taiwan. Wilh the
establ ishment of diplomatic relat ions in
Seprembe' 1o72. rhe penod in wtuch the U S.-
Japan Secu|| ly Treary had been incompatible
with Sino-Japanese friendship was over. This
change also mellowed the conflicts in Japanese
domesri. polincs. The only rernaining cold war
in East Asia appeared to be the Siro-Soviet cold
wa, lndochrna afrer de Vreham War berame a
theater of this Sino-Soviet conflict. in which the
Soviet Union came to support  Vietnamese
expansionism whi le China was vigorously
opposed to it.

6. Th€ lmpact of th€ End of the European
Cold War on Asis
Taling advanrdge of rhe relucknce of post-

VrctIIam Unxed Srarel inrervene In Third world
countries. the Soviel Union tried actively to
e x r e n d  r t J  i n  u e n c e  ' n  l h e  T h i r d  w o r l d ,
involving i tsel f  in conf l icts in Tbird World
countries. Such a policy seemed to extend fte

Soviet sphere. Bur ir I
nnancial burd€n at4
led the Soviers ioto
war. The Soviet erp.
which reached iri cnh
rntervention, provol
iDcrease its defensc a
countermeasur€s ir ti
Soviel relations fcll ir''new 

cold war. itr I
The United Srr icr
destabilizing rhe Sor
th€ various couotaic
Soviel  Union, whid
revolutionary forcca I
rcgimes.

Meanrvhile, coi
place in the dorncli
policy of the Peopl
develop trade rcl.ti
capiblisl nations ad I
&Destic economy. Tl
Soviet Union, oo ll
stagnani in rbe | 9?l
economies of iddrt
r€cover liom dE twoa
grys in technololi.d
between tb. Wca d
visible.  Thc .r& a
leadersbip to rlia t
Gorbachev Rcvol
development of *lia
demise not only of tb
Soviet Union irselt

This developrE
llie structure of inrr!
Its impact on intaroti
was considerable, bl
compared with the gG
all, lhe presence of |h
less important in Eii,
Sovier rivalry ws odt
of iniernational reldir
the cold war femolq
East Asian intematia
reorlenlat ion of Sor
peaceful direcrioo &
the Soviet Chinesc co
counfries which inl|.d



Soviet sphere. But ir also increased the counrryb
linancral bu'den and. In rhe ca5e of At8hanr$an.
led the Soviels into a prolonged anri-guerilla
war lhe So\ ier e\pansronisr dnve ot rhe to70..
which rcached its culminarion in the Afghanistan
rnte.vent ion, provoked the United Srares io
iocrease its defense expenditures again and rake
countermeasure\ in rhe lhrrd world. Ihus u s -
Soviel relations fell into a state one mighl term a' 'nes 

cold sal  in rhe trrsr halr  ot  the t980s.
T h e  U n r t e d  S t a l e .  p u r s u e d  a  p o t i c )  o f
desrabilizing the Sovier-supponed regimes in
lbe !ar iou( counrr ies. t radrng places s h rhr
Sovrer Union whrch had previoust)  hetped
revolutionary forces desrabilize U.S.-supported
regimes,

Meanwhile, considerable change was raking
place in the domestic and foreign economic
policy of lhe People s Republic. It began ro
develop trade relations vigorously with the
capitalist nations and build up a market-oriented
domestic economy. The planned econon) ot lh.
Soviet Union. on rhe other hand. was rarher
stagnant in the 1970s and 1980s. When rhc
economies of industrial democracies began to
rccover from the rwo oil shocks ofthe 1970s, fie
gaps jo technological and producrive capabilitj
between the West and rhe Soviet Union b€came
v i s i b l e  T h e  r u d e  a w a k e n r n g  o t  l h e  S o v r e l
l e a d e r s h i p  l o  l h i s  t a c r  b r o u g h r  t o r r h  t h e
C o r b a c h e v  R e v o l u r i o n .  r h e  u n e x p e c t e d
development of which finally resulred in rhe
dennse oor onl) ol the Sovier bloc bur also o, fie
Soviet Union itself.

Thrs developmenl tundamenral ly chantsed
the structure of inremalional reldtioh in Lurope
Ils impact on inlematronai relaLions In Easr Asra
was considerable. but very l imired in scope
compared wirh lhe grear change in Europe. After
all, the presence of the Soviet Union was much
less imporlanr In L3sl Acia rhnn in Europe I S
Sovier rivalr) ws or y pan of rhe whole picrure
of inremarional relations rn Fa!l Asia. The end ol
the Cold War removed rhis source of rension in
East Asian intemational relarions. corbachev's
reorientat ion of Soviet foreign pol icy in a
peaceful direction also b.ought forth the end of
lbe Sovier-Chrnese cold war The rurure ot lh(
countries which inhericd the var.ious portions of
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the Soviet Union is still uncerlain. Whatevcr
happenr.  ho$e\er.  i r  wi l l  nnr shale hasr Asra iu
profoundly as it will shake Europe.

Changes in Eastern Europe and rhe Sovier
Union did not bring sinilar changes among the
cormunir l  s|ales In A{u Only Mongol ia.  $hrch
had been a cl ient stale of the Soviet Union,
experienced a democrar ic revolur ion which
encled the one-pany conrol of rhe Communists.
China was affected by the fever of democracy,
bur it managed ro maintain the authoritarian
regine of ihe Coffnunist Pany by suppressing
r h e  d e m o ( r a r i .  a c r v i s t s  A l l h o u g h  t h e  W e s r
imposed m' ld econonuc sanclrons upon China
a f t e r  r h e  T r a n a n m e n  m a s s a c r e ,  l h e  C h i n e s (
leadership continued the policy of developing a
narket economy. and receotly has confiro|ed its
commitment to the policy.

One-party rule has survived also in Norrh
Korea and Vietnam. However, this does not
mean thar $e end ot the Cold waj did nol atfect
North Korea and Vietnam. The Sovier Union,
later Russia. and East European countr ies
developed rela| |on\ wirh Sourh Korea, and the
Peoples Republ ic.  loo. began to trade with rhe
South Koreans, Spuned by th€se developinenb,
pol i r ical l )  rsolared and economical ly stagnant
Nonh Korea began ro arempr to 'mpro!e i ts
relations wirh rhe Unired Sta@s and Japan. lt
became more serious about developing dralogue
wiih the republic in the south. Viernam, which
had been involved io a war in Cambodia with
Soviet aid, began to pursue a more peaceful
policy in Cambodia and a policy of economic
developn€nt at home. The poveny of war,wearf
Vietnam has contrasted sharply with rhe
prosperous ASEAN countries in rhe past decade.
I n  r e c e n r  y e a r , .  V i e l n a m  h a s  r m p r o v e d  i r r
relations with ASEAN countries and Japan and
expressed irs hope lo esiabl ish diplomatic
relations with rhe UniGd Srates. Thus tensions
have be€n reduced in both the Korean peninsula

Since the Unired Stares no longer regatds
the Russian navy as a menace in the Pa€ifi!,
Wa:hingron hds lo.r  Inleresl  rn \ecuf lng the
m'lrtar} bd\e. !n rhe Pfirhpprne. ar a high pnce
wd'hrnglon dppearq ro rhinl  rr  can afford a
parr idl  mi l i tary wrrhdraqdl f rom Asia. In thrs
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situation. Washington had better consider scajing
dowr the U.S. military presence in Okinawa. As
the Frlipino. were more inclined l. end the t .5.
milita4 pre\enle alter the end of rhe Cold \\ dr.
the passing of the Cold War era has certainly
strengthened the desire of the p€ople in Okinawa
to reduce the size of the U.S. military facilities
which still oc€upy much oftheir land.

The end of the Cotd War did not bring to
Easl Asia such a victory of liberal democratic
rdeals as turope wrtnessed. Even amon! rh(
nor-communist states, liberal demo€racy does
not yet prevail. On lhe other hand. the end of the
Cold War has not produced in East Asia su€h a
state of profound confusion as now exists in
Yugocla! ia or such pol i l i \a l  insrabi l rry as noL
lhrcatens Russia- Thus the intemational scene in
Easr Asra seems to be more lerene Lhan ftar of
Europe. But Europe has a framework of
c o o p e r a r i o n  i n  l h c  f o r m s  o f  t h e  L u r o p e a n
commuruty md NAIO. which developed duf lne
tbe Cold War era. The importance of NATO is
declining. bui the EC will remain as the core
srahift7rng force in posr Cold War tu'ope \on-
c o m m u n i s l  c o u n r r i e s  i n  E a s r  A r i a  d r d
not develop a sol id general  f ramework of
cooperat ion which can serve as the core
stabilizing force. Besides, countries in East Asia
do nol share a common pol i r i . r l  and cul lural
tradition. Although there are some promising
&velopmenls. such as APEC. ir i( more difficulr
to institutionalize cooperative relations in Easr

A.ia Therefore rr rs imponant for ldpan and fie
Uniled States to maintain cooperative relations
a. lhe core srabi l iTjng force in posr-Cold War
Ersl  Asia. Howerer,  lhe end of lhe Cold War
deprived U.S.-Japaoese relatjons of a lid on
e c o n o m i c  f r i c r i o n .  G i \ e n  r h e  i n c r e a s i n g l t
Inu ard-lookrng tendenc) of Ihe Amencan publiL
i r  i r  ' o m e q h a r  d o u b t f u l  \  h e r h e r  l h e  U n i r e d
Stales wi l l  have much interesl  in forming a
c o o p e r a t r  r  e  f r a m e s o r \  [ o r  A s i a - P a c i f i c
intemational relations in the future. The end of
the Cold War also removed a strategic l ink
from U.S.-Chinese relat ions. Together with
theTiananmen incideni, the end of the Cold War
wealened [ 'S interesl  in close relar ions wirh
China. Having improved relations with Russia
China. too, considers ftiendly relations with the
Uni led Srater les5 importanr Whi le lhere arr
movemenrs [or c loser relaronshrps among
nations in the Asia-Pacific rcgion. there arc also
c e n t r ' t u ! a l  t o r c e s  a f f e c t i n f  o n c e  c l o s e r
relarionshrps among lhern Alfiough lhere i! noL
no acute crisis in East Asia, there are clouds
shich ma\e the luture rhape ol  Asia Pacif ic
intemational relations unceltain.

Nore In rhrs paper.lJ|e Cold !!ar between U.S -
led weslem bloc and Sovietled communist blo€
is capitalized. When the tern is used io sucb a
context as the 'U,S.-Chinese cold war' or the
'Sino-Soviet cold war,' it is written in small
letten.
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